MINUTES TO
BE APPROVED

Cy-.




MINUTES OF THE CITY OF WEST JORDAN
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Wednesday, November 19, 2014
6:00 p.m.
Council Chambers
8000 South Redwood Road
West Jordan, Utah 84088

COUNCIL:

STAFF:

Tom Burdett Developmentia?‘ /V’Ryan Bradshaw, Finance
Manager/Controller; Wendell ngﬁ © Works Director; Marc
McElreath, Fire Chief; Doug Diamo olice Chief, Reed Scharman,
Deputy Fire Chief, Greg Mikolash, C1t§f(l’lanner «and Robert Thorup,

Deputy City Attorne:

L CALL TO ORDER 4
Mayor Rolfe called the meetlng to order at 5.0

1. CLOSED: gESSI@N
STRAMGY SESSIONS TO DfSCUSS THE PURCHASE, EXCHANGE, OR

ayor Rolfe and Council Members Jeff Haaga, Judy Hansen, Chad
sthols and Justin D. Stoker. Councilmember Ben Southworth arrived at
5: ,10 p-m. Councilmember Chris McConnehey was excused.

7 COUNCIL: X

;,Bryce Haderlie, Interim City Manager; Jeff Robinson, City Attorney, and
Stuart Williams, Deputy City Attorney.

MOTION: Councilmember Hansen moved to go into a Closed Session for a
Strategy Session to discuss the purchase, exchange, or lease of real
property, including any form of a water right or water share; and a
Strategy Session to discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation.
The motion was seconded by Councilmember Nichols.

A roll call vote was taken
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Councilmember Haaga Yes
Councilmember Hansen Yes
Councilmember McConnehey Absent
Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Absent
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 5-0.

The Council convened into a Closed Session at 5:0;

Councilmember Southworth arrived at 5:10 p.m.

The Council recessed the Closed Session at 6:02 p.r
6:05 p.m.

hat the City of West Jordan City Council would hold its
regular City Council meeting on=W. ednesday.. November” 19 2014 in the C1ty Council
chambers, 8000 South Redwood Road, West 'rdam tah. Notice was also given that the
regular meeting would be held electrcmlcalélgrf Aud10 equipment would be used to ensure the
comments/votes of er part1c1pat1ng electronically would be audible to
those attending the meeting, Councilmember McConnehey was out of town, but would attend
and vote via teicphone

Ms. Briggs, City Clerk, explamez"

HI.  PLEDGEQF ALLEGIAN
The Pledge of Alleg1 ce was led by Brad from Troop #490

V. COMMI’ZNICA TIONS

CITY MANAGER COMMENTS/REPORTS

ce Haderlie- +

Invited the Council to attend the employee Christmas luncheon on December 3™,

. Explamed that the laws involving the employment of interns were changing. He
exprﬁssed the desire to have a consistent wage apply to all interns in the future --
$10.50/hour—in lieu of a stipend. There was no objection from the Council
although it was determined that students from Salt Lake Community College
should be given the opportunity to fill any internships as there was a SLCC
campus within the City.

e There were a few employees that, due to work demands, had not been able to use
their accrued leave time this year. Mr. Haderlie explained that if the Council had
no objection, he would prepare a plan wherein the City would buy out the excess
leave so that the employees would not lose the value of the time. In creating the
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plan they would stay within the budget, the payout would be approved
administratively, and the plan would be used very selectively. There was no
objection by the Council.

STAFF COMMENTS/REPORTS-
David Oka-

¢ Had recently had trouble locatmg new tenants for light fhdustrla p ice within the
City. He indicated he was now in search of a developér”toy ass1st hnﬁ in locatmg
some land on which to develop an industrial park F

e Was making plans to recruit a tenant for the RC Wﬂley bulldlng off ofw9000

South.

Tom Burdett-

provide homeowners with information abo
ﬂooding

would continue to do so.

Wendell ngby-

Justice Center was broken. Repair and future maintenance
e such ‘that it made better sense to purchase a new machine. Chief

Diamond indicated there was a very good chance that between the Police and

Court current budgets, there were sufficient funds to purchase a new machine at
approxm;;ately $28,000-$29,000. The Council expressed no opposition to moving
“forward in that regard.

C1ty s compensation committee was moving forward and was primarily
working on establishing the criteria for a career ladder. He indicated that the
committee was also working on the compression issue of wages that were frozen
between 2008-2011, and a tuition reimbursement program. He hoped to present
further information to the Council before the end of the calendar year as well as at
the next Strategic Planning meeting.
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CITY COUNCIL COMMENTS/REPORTS
Councilmember Southworth- \
e Praised the way in which Public Works quickly responded t@ a suggestlon that
came from the citizenry regarding the intersection of Ne
Airport Road.

e Requested information at some point soon regarding th: plans for' traffic control
devices on 5600 West at both 7000 South and 8200 Sciuth so that:it could be
passed along to City residents who had 1nqu1red( .

appropriate for the Council to pass a Resolutlon of support for the™ strateglc
direction The Chamber was taking. 4

Mayor Rolfe-

¢ Explained that the Utah Transportation Coalition had requested $3,000 in order to
expand funding for local B,&:,KC road funds. He asked.the Council if there was
significant interest to pia e the' 1tem on the agenda for the December 3" City
Council meeting. o &
The Planning Commission had tw . Mayor Rolfe asked for input
regarding 1) how many members i

L _ Enforcement S ﬁerwsor Brock Hudson for looking into the problems at the mink ranch.
e submitted a pentlon of 51gnatures from area residents and small businesses that were

0 expressed his appreciation for the City, the staff and the citizens as well as
the way" in which they provided input regarding his Garden Station project. He also
expressed his support for the Preliminary Development Plan as presented in the agenda
packet.

Alexandra Eframo, West Jordan resident, asked that the Council consider rotating the
responsibility of reading a particular phrase before each meeting. She also expressed her
strong opposition to Ordinance #14-11.
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Kelvin Green, West Jordan resident, spoke in favor of adopting Ordmance #14-11
regarding Gardner Station project. He also asked that the Councilapprove the
Community Development Area (CDA) so that infrastructure could be improved. He
pointed out that this particular project revealed flaws in City ordinances, and he intended
to address those with various Council members in the future.

Joe Long, owner of Gardner Village, spoke in favor of approvir Ordmané‘e #14-11and
submitted a development agreement to Deputy City Attomey Robet‘t Thorup, f@r/Councﬂ
consideration in the future. v

working with the area residents on the Gardnf;r ‘Si'atlon is
beautiful project and looked forward to seeing it un 01

, uncﬂ would addreé, he process by which City
F inded all present that the final plan for
all-stakeholders within the community

contract Wath River Restoratlon Org for 30% design of the “Big Bend”
Hggbltat Area Restoration, in an amount not to exceed $188,224.64
Burdett]

Approve Resolution 14-205, authorizing the Mayor to execute an
“Underground Right-of-Way Easement to Rocky Mountain Power for
its required utility relocation as part of the City’s 5600 West, 6200
South — 7000 South Road Widening Project [Wendell Rigby]

6.d  Approve Resolution 14-206, authorizing the Mayor to execute a
General Service Contract with Rocky Mountain Power to provide
electric service for the Ron Wood Maintenance Yard, in an amount not
to exceed $10,819.89 [Wendell Rigby]
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6.e Approve Resolution 14-207, authorizing the temporary closure of 9000 South
from 4800 to 5300 West from May 1 to August 30, 2015 [Wendell Rigby]

6.f Approve Resolution 14-208, authorizing the Mayor to exec a nght of Way
Contract with Kick Creek, LLC (Peterson Development) for the acquisition
of property required for the 7800 South road widening addltlon to the City’s
5600 West, 7000 South — 7800 South Road Prolecg endelIngby]

6.g Approve Resolution 14-209, authorizing the Mayor o execute a Rxght of Way
Contract with Kick Creek, LLC, Doves Landm,g, L.C., and Canyon Ranches,
L.C. (Peterson Development), for the acquisition of property required for the
7800 South road widening addition:to the City’s 5600 West, 7000 South —
7800 South Road Project [Wendell ngby]

6.h Approve Resolution 14-210, authorlzmg yor to execute Amendment
No. 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with Hansen Allen & Luce Inc.
for additional engineering services for the 20 4 Water Master Plan Update to
include a SCADA/Telemetry Master Plan, - ' ‘amount not to exceed
$29,800.00 [Wende 1 Rigby].. ‘

6.i Approve Resolutlon 14—211 a horlzmg the Mayor to execute Amendment
No. 1 to the Professional Services A reement with Bowen Collins &
Associates for additional construction period services for the Well No. 3

Pump House PrOJect, in an amount not to exceed $9,600.00 [Wendell Rigby]

, Approm{e Resolution 14-213, authorizing the Mayor to execute a Contract
. with Parsons Brinkerhoff to provide professional design services for the 7800
S ning project located between 4000 West and Airport Road in an
amount not-to-exceed $622,253.76 [Wendell Rigby]

Approve Resolution 14-214, authorizing the Mayor to execute Amendment
No. 1 with MWH, Inc. to provide additional construction management
‘services for Grizzly 4.0 MG Reservoir project in an amount not-to-exceed
$39,195.00 [Wendell Rigby]

MOTION:  Councilmember Southworth moved to approve Consent Items 6.a
through 6.1. The motion was seconded by Councilmember Nichols.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes
Councilmember Hansen Yes
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Councilmember McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7-0.

VII. PUBLIC HEARING :
CONTINUED FROM OCTOBER 22, 2.& 4 - RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT

‘

For this update, Salt Lake Coum%; chose to obtag,n a grant to develop the plan as a county. They
hired a contract employee to assist in the update. Unfort
work did not conform to the plan req%_urement §

overcome the d1 aster

Moreover, it was alse important because a hazard mitigation plan must be in place in order to
quah “for “federal dlsastgr assistance should an event occur where the city needed financial

/Tassistance un&er the Stafforéf Act or other federal disaster programs.

The focus of pubhx% dlSCUSSlon should be page Q64 for the list of strategies and pages Q65 thru
Q78 for more detailed information.

ediate dollar cost to the adoption of the plan strategies.

Staff recommended a positive recommendation for support of West Jordan’s approach to the
overall multi-hazard mitigation plan.

Councilmember Nichols inquired as to the level of support FEMA provided the City as it related to
the plan. Deputy Chief Scharman indicated that the plan had the support of FEMA as well as the
State of Utah.

Mayor Rolfe opened the public hearing. There was no one who wished to speak. Mayor Rolfe
closed the public hearing.
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MOTION: Councilmember Nichols moved to adopt Resolution 14-215 to support
the strategies put forward in the West Jordan section of the Salt Lake
County Multi-hazard Mitigation Plan. The motion was seconded by
Councilmember Stoker.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes
Councilmember Hansen Yes
Councilmember McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols

Councilmember Southworth
Councilmember Stoker
Mayor Rolfe

The motion passed 7-0.

RECEIVE PUBLIC
ORDINANCE 14-35

U ENTITLED ‘RESIDEN'F?[AL /TREATMENT FACILITIES’ AND TITLE
13, CHAPTER 8, DELETINC “SPECIAL RESIDENTIAL FACILITIES’
H ERMISCELLANEOUS CHANGES TO TITLE 13, CITY-WIDE
APPLICABILITY, CITY OF WEST JORDAN, APPLICANT |[TOM
BURDETT] '
Tom Burdett gxplame | that+in:2012

e City reexamined its zoning code provisions
res1dent1a1 facilities meeting the needs of these

partlcularly e Utah Fa@nﬁ \\\\\ Ho ousmg Act and the federal Fair Housing Act. Th1s re-
examination resulted in séveral changes to the 2009 City Code, including definitions of

several types of residential facilities for the disabled and elderly, and the adoption of

Section 13-8-20 which instituted spacing and notice requirements designed to spread the
burdens of these facilities across a broader scope of the City. At the time of City Council
adoption of the 2012 changes, the City Council increased the spacing and notice
provisions @f Section 13-8-20 beyond that recommended by the Staff and the Planning
Comxmssmn

In late 2013, neighborhood complaints concerning two small group homes that were
located next to each other on the same residential street brought the City into contact with
Chrysalis, a large statewide provider of residential facilities for the disabled under license
and contract with the State. In meetings with City staff, although Chrysalis agreed that it
was a mistake to locate two small group homes on the same street, and indeed next door to
each other, Chrysalis indicated a belief that the City’s notice and spacing requirements,
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and indeed the City’s requirement for a conditional use permit and its attendant public
hearing, violated the state and federal Fair Housing Acts and the Equal Protection clause
of the United States Constitution. The City proceeded to enforce its Code requirements
against Chrysalis, and a hearing was held before an administrative law Jllﬂge adjunct to the
City’s Code Enforcement program. The administrative law judge upl Id the Clty s Notice
of Violation and its fines against Chrysalis. Chrysalis met agém W}th the City and
declined to accept any of the then current code requirements.

The City filed a declaratory action agamst Chrysalis 4 Thlrd District Couri ,seekmg
judicial review of the City’s Code provisions. Unexp sctedly): the Disability Law _enter
filed a motion to intervene in the City’s lawsu'tf “and the City was contacted<by the
Attorney General’s Office, both of which efforts were critical of the City’s Code
provisions. This outside focus on the City, ancf He concoﬁiﬁ%gt r1sk of adverse publicity,
spurred City staff to look again at the apphcable la 1
the Utah Fair Housing Act. Although many other:

requirements as strict or more so than those of the City,

in the 2009 City Code to remove,
facilities, and to eliminate the noti
small group homes.

First, the special provisions dealing with
\d, the definitions of the various special

greater oppor!
allowed by the C

D}SCUSSION 4 D ANALYSIS: The amendments as proposed were contained in the
Ordinance attached to this Staff Report. The proposed amendments were self-explanatory
and were not repeated here. The foregoing background would suffice as discussion and
analysis.

FINDINGS OF FACT: Section 13-7D-7(B) provide findings for the amendment of the

Zoning Title.

Criteria 1:  The proposed amendment conforms to the general plan and is consistent
with the adopted goals, objectives and policies described therein.
Discussion: One of the goals of the General Plan was to “promote the
public interest, the interest of the community at large, rather than the
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Criteria 2:

Criteria 3:

“Criteria 4:

interests of individuals or special interest groups within the community”.
Another goal was to “inject long range considerations into the
determination of short range actions”. The proposed amendments were
clearly intended to meet both of these goals by ehmmatmg risksito the City
and its taxpayers and refocusing the efforts of the on protecting its

were con51stent with the adopted goal
therein.

The proposed amendment is appropriate given the context of the request
and there is sufficient justifi caiionjﬂr a mod f fication to these titles.
Discussion: As noted earlier in thls“fepo,, he' requirements of state and
federal Fair Housing Acts and the Equal Protection clause of the United
States Constitution shined a light on currentéClty Code. prov1s1ons that were
unwelcome and to_be.avoided. Bringing the zoning provisions of the City
Code into line with these laws was a public good to be supported as part of
good government. »  m.,.

Finding: The proposed amendments:were appropriate given the context

and there was sufficie stiﬁcétlon for modification of these titles.

Thep (fpiiSed amendment would not create a conflict with any other

/,«,isectlon or part of this tit ort the general plan.

~ These amendr ents repealed problemat1c parts of the City
nplemented cher new parts, all in a well-coordinated effort to
with applicable law and reduce the City’s exposure to adverse
and legal rulings. Please refer to the earlier discussion of

ofher sectlon r part of this title or of the general plan.

Tli’é proposed amendment did not relieve a particular hardship, nor
id it confer any special privileges to a single property owner or cause,

dand it was only necessary to make a modification to this title in light of

corrections or changes in public policy.

Discussion: These amendments were part of a City-wide effort to deal
with the requirements of the state and federal Fair Housing Acts.

Finding: The proposed amendments did not relieve a particular hardship,
nor did they confer any special privileges to a single property owner or
cause, and the proposed amendments made necessary modifications to
these titles in the light of correction and expansion of public policy.
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CONCLUSION: The proposed amendments met the criteria for Code amendments set
forth above. They made valuable and important improvements and clarlﬁcatlons to Title 4
and Title 13 of the 2009 City Code.

If the moving Councilmember disagrees with the staff’s findings and conclusions and
finds substantial evidence supporting a different result, the folfﬂwmg motion may be
given:

Based on the evidence in this staff report and upon ’&1@ ev1dence and explanatlons

amendments as discussed in this report. Specifically, I disagree with the Staff an [ find
that the following required criterion/criteria for acode amendment has/have not been met:

Criteria 1:

Criteria 2:

Criteria 3:

Criteria 4:

Note: All apﬁicable criteria must be met to support a positive action by the City Council.
Mayor Rolfe opened the public hearing. There was no one who wished to speak. Mayor
Rolfe closed the public hearing.

Councilmember Nichols inquired as to the net effect of the code changes, and it was
determined there was no way to predict the effect. Mr. Robinson pointed out that the City
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was taking this action in order to avoid an adverse action from the Attorney General’s
office.

/f,ﬁf%@,

Councilmember Haaga expressed concern about potential dlscnmmatmn agamst those
with mental disabilities. Mr. Thorup responded that conversely this Ordinance was
designed to eliminate barriers to those with disabilities, which wete ¢ ated previously in
City Code. -

At the request of Councilmember Southworth, Mr. Thortp:clarified how the issue came
about—that the City filed a lawsuit and asked the Cou fs to declare that City Code! s in
compliance with current law. The Attorney G@ eral’s office and the D1sab11;1ty Law
Center responded and convinced staff to reexamine City Code

MOTION: Councilmember Stoker moved to a(’inpt mxd’approve Ordinance 14-35,
including amendments to Titles 4 and 13 in the 2009 City Code, all as
set forth in the form of the Ordinance attached. o the Staff Report.
The motion was seeonded by Councnlmember Hansen

Councilmember Haaga stated tha Whlle he ap' oved of most of the Ordinance as written,
he was not comfortable with the i ea of limitin pe@ple/ﬁvvlth disabilities and where they
may choose to live.

Councilmember Southwarth spoke in opposition to the motion, stating his concern that by
passing the Ordinance, West Jordan wouﬁd become a magnet for facilities such as those
mentloned Lin the staff report. He did not»gmsh for the City to have a code less stringent

Jeff Robinson coﬁcuned with Councilmember Stoker’s statement that restrictions that had
“been in the Code thus far would be removed in the proposed Ordinance.

embe "Haaga renewed his belief that the proposed changes would limit the
supervision:f certain individuals with disabilities within the City.

‘,%

Councilmember McConnehey spoke against the motion, indicating that he would prefer to
have official word from the Court before changing City Code in this manner.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga No
Councilmember Hansen Yes
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Councilmember McConnehey No
Councilmember Nichols No
Councilmember Southworth No
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion failed 3-4

MOTION: Councilmember Nichols moved to postp&ne further discussion on this
matter to a date uncertain (possibly/in January or February) and to
address the verbiage as outlined in the staff report. The motion was

seconded by Councilmember Haaga &

Councilmember Stoker indicated his belief that th

og@sed Ordinance would bring the
City into legal compliance and therefore was in suppo

? moving forward on the issue.

Mayor Rolfe was in agreement with Councilmember Stoker."
A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga
Councilmember Ha en
Councilmember. Mc onnehey
Councllmemher Nichols L
Councllmeniber Southworth
Councllmember Stoker:
Mayor Rolfe

¢ motion -passed 4-3.

VIIL BUSINESS ITEMS
DISCUSSION AND DIRECTION FOR STAFF REGARDING AN
AMENDMENT TO THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP FOR THE GENERAL

“» PLAN %fAND THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP TO DELETE
‘,,APPROXIMATELY 10.21 ACRES OF LAND, LOCATED AT 7653 — 7655
%UTH 1300 WEST FROM THE TSOD DESIGNATION BOUNDARIES
[TOM BURDETT]
Tom Burdett explained that as part of the discussions with the neighborhood’s concerns
with the Gardner Station proposed development, the staff received requests from several
City Council members to prepare an amendment to the Future Land Use Map of the
General Plan and the official Zoning Map regarding the Transit Station Overlay District
(TSOD). The suggestion had been made to delete approximately 10.21 acres of land,
located north of the Gardner Village site at 7653-7655 South 1300 West from the TSOD
boundary and present said amendments to the Planning Commission for




City Council Meeting Minutes
November 19, 2014
Page 14

recommendations. This action request was to determine if there was a majority of City
Council members who wished to initiate the amendment.

Staff time to process the amendment was estimated at $3200 based n the current fee
schedule. -

Staff recommended that the Council direct staff to prepare an amendmem; to the Future
Land Use Map of the General Plan and official Zoning Map to de}ete approxu:aately 10.21
acres of land, located at 7653-7655 South 1300 West from the TSOD boundary. It was
also part of the direction to present said amendment$ to the: Planning Commission for
recommendations. ,

oved to dxrect staff to prepare an
amendment to the Future Land Ma;} of the General Plan and the
official Zoning Map to delete app 'j'"lmately 10.21 acres of land,
located north of the Gardner Village site at 7653-7655 South 1300 West
from the TSOD. .l:g,,undary and present. ~ amendment to the
The motion was

MOTION: Councilmember Southworth

The motion passed 7-0.

DISCUS@%ON AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING ORDINANCE 14-
11, RATIFICATION OF THE PRELIMINARY DEVELOPMENT PLAN
FOR THE STATION AT GARDNER MILL AND ESTABLISH MULTI-
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DENSITY OF 20.29 UNITS PER ACRE; FOR
PROPERTY LOCATED AT APPROXIMATELY 7659 SOUTH 1300 WEST;
P-C (TSOD) ZONE; COLOSIMO BROTHERS, APPLICANT [TOM
BURDETT]
Tom Burdett explained that the applicant for the Gardner Station Preliminary
Development Plan had submitted and agreed to an amended Preliminary Development
Plan, making significant changes in response to neighborhood concerns. The changes
were encompassed in the conditions of approval below.
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There was no anticipated fiscal impact.

Staff recommended that the City Council ratify the Planning Commission’s approval of
the Gardner Station Preliminary Development Plan residential density: ef 192 units per
acre for a total of 224 multi-family residential dwelling units subjec to five conditions of
approval.

MOTION: Councilmember Nichols moved that the City Council adopt Ordinance
14-11, ratifying the Planning Commlssmnﬁ approval of a residential
density of 19.2 units per acre for a total of 224 multi-family resuien;ﬁal
dwelling units for the Gardner Station project with the followmg five
conditions of approval:
1. Maximum building height of all structures is fifty-eight (58) feet.

2. Developer installation of a center leftmlrii‘lane on 1300 West at the
north entrance to the site. N

3. Developer installation of right- ~turn
turn acceleratmn lane on 1300 West
site. ~ .

4. Developer mstaﬁatlon of afour to six-foot w1de sidewalk from 1300
West to Gardner Village aleng%ghe north access of the site,
including a pedestrlanw’brldge over the North Jordan Canal, if

eceleration lane and right-
¢ north entrance to the

ition of a d Melopment agreement between the City and
Gardner Village LC prohibiting multi-family structures on the
\ corner aaf 7800 South and 1300 West.

"The motmn was se&onded”by Councilmember Stoker.

g

Councilmember Soutflwoﬂh pointed out that citizens who engaged themselves in the
/pubhc progess were heard by Councﬂ and Staff. He expressed appreciation for the fact
< that despite very contentious: initial discussions, various parties ultimately worked together

to develop a greatly improved development plan.

vvi};“zfiCouncilmember Hansen congratulated the citizens, the Colosimos and Mr. Long for
working together and coming up with a much better plan that benefitted all.

Councﬁmember McConnehey expressed appreciation for the citizens that he spoke with
throughout this process, particularly those he met with one-on-one. However, he indicated
that he was still opposed to having an apartment complex on the property but understood
that the majority of the prior Council voted to allow it. He appreciated the developer for
addressing the concerns of many residents and Councilmembers. Although he indicated
that the final plan was not perfect, it was something that all parties could accept.

A roll call vote was taken
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Councilmember Haaga No

Councilmember Hansen Yes

Councilmember McConnehey Yes 4
Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes

Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe No

The motion passed 5-2

Councilmember Nichols expressed appreciation to all parties, but particuldarly to
Councilmember Southworth who he felt singularly facilitated communication between all
parties.

Councilmember Haaga then commended Mayor RS‘Ifeff"for the leadership he exhibited

since the beginning of the process.

DISCUSSION AND .

COUNCIL CHAMBERS A

HADERLIE] . :
Bryce Haderlie explained that at the‘%l; ec,t,;gn of CitysCouncil, staff advertised a Request
for Proposals and sent the RFP directly to 14 potential vendors of audio-visual equipment
and services. The equipment would aﬁow City Council meetings to be streamed live
online and the‘archived video recordlngs wouid be accessible for at least 2 years by the
public on tbe Clty websit;

Staff understood that ] ble ven were capable of providing this type of equipment
and ongoing service. at various price levels. However, the City received only two
«,proposa{ism response to the RFP

1. Centugj_ﬁLmk pmmded hosting, storage, indexing capability, live streaming, and
recorded - playback They offered no equipment, but said their services were
compatible with any equipment the City was to purchase separately.

a. Price: $5,000 installation + $421/mo + equipment.

a. Slngle camera $17,440 + $199/mo.
b. Three cameras $33,222 + $695/mo.
c. Four cameras $60,950 + $695/mo.

Based on staff research and this RFP, costs could range from $17K - $60K plus $199-
$695/mo for hosting, streaming, and indexing services.
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Staff would follow Council’s direction. If additional proposals were desired, selecting a
dollar amount or specific level of service would help vendors provide competitive
proposals (number of cameras, fixed vs. movable camera views, indexing, etc.).

Councilmember Haaga left the meeting at 7:29 p.m.

Councilmember McConnehey inquired as to why so few compames responded to the RFP.
Because it was sent to so many firms and so few ultlmately reSponded he Wondered if
perhaps there was something in the RFP itself that presented a prob‘ em.

Councilmember Haaga returned at 7:33 p.m.

Councilmember Stoker indicated that he to@ Was uncomfortable with the number of
responses received, and with the two prices that w"’e quoted«*With so little information
available, he did not feel it was appropriate to move forward with either bid.

Mayor Rolfe concurred.

The Council agreed to directstaff pproach those vendors who did not submit proposals
and 1nqu1re as to thelr reasonln ! He p al "suggested the City investigate other

FOR " A 48-MONTH LEASE AND APPROVE A PURCHASE
AGREEMEN@ 'WITH YIPTEL FOR $197,620.00 FOR THE PURCHASE
AND INST"LLATION OF A NEW PHONE SYSTEM |[BRYCE

The current phone systen%i had components that were more than 14 years old and the main
‘core system was over 9 years old. The current model of handsets that the City used was
no longer available new—only refurbished units could be purchased.

F inanein%ﬂ; ‘phone system through the Bank of the West lease, the City would make an
annual lease payment of $51,502.21 for four years.

Staff recommended approving an Equipment Lease Application with Bank of the West for
$200,000.00 for a 48 month lease and approving a Purchase Agreement with YipTel for
$197,620.00 for the purchase and installation of a new phone system.

Mayor Rolfe expressed concern that the prices were less than half of what was proposed
by other potential vendors. He also inquired as to whether or not the City facilitie(s) had
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the wiring that was apparently required by the system in question. Mr. Haderlie indicated
he would verify that with IT Manager, Michael Oliver.

Councilmembers Southworth and Haaga expressed similar concerns.

MOTION: Councllmember Nichols moved to adopt,.«

staff properly review the documents and determlne that there-are no
hidden change orders or additional costs. The motion was seconded by
Councilmember Stoker. . o

A roll call vote was taken
Yes

Yes
Yes

Councilmember Haaga
Councilmember Hansen
Councilmember McConnehey

Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes -
Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe - Yes

DISCUSSIO@s - AND CTION FOR STAFF REGARDING THE
lj‘ACILITY USE POLICY AND POSSIBLE CODE CHANGES FOR
’FACILITY Al\ll) PARKS USAGE [BRYCE HADERLIE]

This item wasinot discussed but was continued until December 17, 2014.

X RE]WARKS

were no more additional remarks.

X. ADJOURN

MOTION: Councilmember McConnehey moved to adjourn. The motion was
seconded by Councilmember Southworth and passed 6-0 in favor
(Councilmember Haaga was absent).

The meeting adjourned at 7:40 p.m.



City Council Meeting Minutes
November 19, 2014
Page 19

The content of the minutes is not intended, nor are they submitted, as a verbatim
transcription of the meeting. These minutes are a brief overview of what occurred at the
meeting.

ATTEST:

MELANIE BRIGGS, MMC
City Clerk

Approved this 17 day of December, 2014



MINUTES OF THE CITY OF WEST JORDAN
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Wednesday, December 3, 2014
6:00 p.m.
Council Chambers
8000 South Redwood Road
West Jordan, Utah 84088

COUNCIL:

STAFF:

L CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Rolfe called the meeting to o

MOTION:

"

A roll call vote Was taken

Mayor Kim V. Rolfe and Council Members . Jeff Haaga, Judy Hansen,
Chris M. McConnehey, Chad Nichols, Ben Southworth, and. Justin D.
Stoker. ‘ L

Bryce Haderlie, Interim City Max:{ r; Jeff Robinson, City Attorney;
Melanie Briggs, City Clerk; David Oka, Ecenomic Development Director;
Tom Burdett, Development "™ Birector; an Bradshaw, Finance
Manager/Controller; Wendell ngi*)y, Pablic’ Works Director; Marc
McElreath, Fire Chief, Doug Diamond, Police Chief; Greg Mikolash, City
Planner; Nannette Larsen, Associate Planner; David Clemence, Real
Property Agent, a%i Ben Roche, Fleet Manager.. .

Councilmember McCé%l’liéhey moved to re-order the agenda with the
féf/};lOangi‘ changes: Presentation immediately following the Consent

’«\:1' ems, and gx;glove Business iteﬁfi@e after that. The motion was seconded
. by Councilmember Southworth.

Yes

Yes

Councilmember McCon Yes

_. Councilmember Nichols Yes
“'Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor:Rolfe < Yes

The motion passed 7-0.

11 CLOSED SESSION
STRATEGY SESSIONS TO DISCUSS THE PURCHASE, EXCHANGE, OR
LEASE OF REAL PROPERTY, INCLUDING ANY FORM OF A WATER
RIGHT OR WATER SHARE
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DISCUSSION OF THE CHARACTER PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE,
OR PHYSICAL OR MENTAL HEALTH OF AN INDIVIDUAL

COUNCIL: Mayor Rolfe and Council Members Jeff Haaga, Judy Hansen, Chris M.
McConnehey, Chad Nichols, Ben Southworth, and Just1 D. Stoker

v

STAFF: Bryce Haderlie, Interim City Manager, and Jeff Robms , City Attorney.

MOTION:  Councilmember Hansen moved to go into
Strategy Session to discuss the purchase, exchange, or le: e of real
property, including any form of a_water right or water sham, and
discussion of the character professional competence, or physical or
mental health of an mdwndual The motion was seconded by
Councilmember Nichols. )

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga
Councilmember Hansen
Councilmember McConnehey
Councilmember Nichols
Councilmember Southworth
Councilmember Stoker
Mayor Rolfe -

‘passed 7-0

The motio

The Council convened ; mto a Closed sion at 5:05 p.m.

The Couneil recesse

 Closed Session at 6:12 p.m. and reconvened the meeting at 6:15
p.m.

ul PLEDGE DF ALLEGIANCE
The ledge of Aﬂeglance was led by Brian Im, Troop 1310.

V. COMMUNICATIONS
INTERIM CITY MANAGER COMMENTS/REPORTS
Bryce Haderlie —
e Recognized the youth in the City for being prepared to offer the pledge of
allegiance when called upon.
e Possible Council questions - regarding City efforts regarding possible prison
relocation
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STAFF COMMENTS/REPORTS
Marc McElreath —
e Updated the Council on the progress of the new Fire Station/Police Substation

Doug Diamond —
e Police Badge Pinning Ceremony, Justice Center, January 7 201 at 4. 30 p m.

CITY COUNCIL COMMENTS/REPORTS
Councilmember Hansen —

o Congratulated the West Jordan Police for théir
situation.

“assistance with a' domestic

Councilmember Haaga —
e Reported that Governor Herbert said
United States next to North Dakota

as the second best economy in the

Councilmember Stoker — :
e Attended the new Smith Marketplace nbbon cutting ceremony with
Councilmember Haaga They were: 1mpressed with the new store and roadwork.

Mayor Rolfe —
o Site selection of new prison

VI. (I TIZE’iN COMMENTS .
Kris Kmkade, representing Bach Development requested a bond exception for the private
component of CreekmdelDeve"fopment Agreement.

Alexandra Eframo, West Jordan resident, asked for a moment to reflect upon the goals of
the business of the City Coune';.( meeting.

She also V01ce:' r opposition to re-electing Councilmembers McConnehey, Hansen,

, and Stoker. She touched on the following:

Lynn Rasband, West Jordan resident, commented on Consent item 7.h regarding the
development agreement. She complained about developers getting perks from the City for
their subdivisions and then taxpayers (West Jordan citizens) were stuck with the bill to
maintain the amenities, ponds, trails, etc.

There was no one else who wished to speak.
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IV.  PRESENTATION
INTRODUCTION OF THE NEW WEST JORDAN CHAMBER OF
COMMERCE PRESIDENT &

Suzanne Oliver, Chair of West Jordan Chamber Board acknowledged thé Boa:r:d Members

in attendance. She thanked the City for their support during this year’s Strateglc Planmng

She introduced Jevine Lane, New Chamber President. \

Jevine Lane, New Chamber President, gave a brief history of different Job'b”she held in
various Chambers of Commerce. She highlighted fu%"/”f' € goaIs sof the Wex
Chamber of Commerce.

BUSINESS ITEM 9.E w
DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTT ,N REGARDING RESOLUTION 14-
226, EXPRESSING THE CITY COUNCIL PORT FOR THE WEST
JORDAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
Councilmember Southworth asked the Council to support the sproposed Resolution
expressing the City Council’s support for the West Jordan ‘Chamber of Commerce. He
said the proposed Resolution ouflined the: rel%tlonshlp with the Chamber.

Councilmember Haaga supported ﬂ:;e Chamber, but eglared a conflict of interest, and
stepped down from the dais. “
MOTION: Cmmcﬂmember Nlchols moved to approve Resolution 14-226,
{,xpressmg the City Counml’sgsupport for the West Jordan Chamber of
Commerce% The motion was seconded by Councilmember Hansen.

F ’”’%v

Counc1lmember Southworth expressed gratltude for the relationship and future with the
Chamber)of Commerce

Councﬂmember McConnehey' said he appreciated the proposed Resolution. He also
~ wanted to express a ‘Thank you’ to Craig Dearing, previous Chamber President. He said
he was grateful for the work time, years, and dedication that had been spent by Craig
’ earmg growmg and making the Charnber the success that it was. He supported the

son reported that Councilmembers were allowed to recuse themselves from any
matter they want.

Mayor Rolfe opposed the motion. He did not feel it was in order.
Mayor Rolfe said his company had been a paying member of the Chamber for over 11

years. He opposed the direction the Chamber had decided to take, which was contrary to
his advice. He felt there were many current members leaving the Chamber due to the
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changes. Over the past 11 years, he had attended hundreds of hours of meetings, with the
Chamber, Government Actions, EDCC, Board meetings, Western Growth Coalition, and
Legislative Round-up, and had not seen the Executive Board at many of the meetings. He
said Councilmembers Nichols and Haaga had attended a few times. He said.the proposed
Resolution stated that we support the “forward focused strategic direction” and he did not,
therefore, he opposed the Resolution.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga
Councilmember Hansen
Councilmember McConnehey
Councilmember Nichols
Councilmember Southworth
Councilmember Stoker
Mayor Rolfe

The motion passed 5-1.

VII. CONSENT ITEMS
7.a  Approve the minute

f November 5, 2014, and November 13, 2014 as

7.b Approve Resolutlon 14- 218 setting the 2015 Annual Meeting Schedule
< for the Clty Councnl Planmng and Zoning Commission and other City

Approve Resolution 14-219, declaring items from various City
Departments that are no longer of any value or use as surplus

Aﬁj)rove ilesolution 14-220, authorizing the Mayor to execute a
Development Agreement between the City of West Jordan and
Gardner Village L.C, governing the development of property on the NE

7.d

Approve Resolution 14-221, authorizing the Mayor to execute a Lease
Purchase Agreement with Zions First National Bank, to finance Fleet
Fund purchase of one bobtail truck, one 10-wheeler dump truck, and
one water pipe TV van, in an amount not to exceed $619,000.00

7f  Approve Resolution 14-222, approving an Amendment to the Fleet
Management Board description
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7.2  Approve Resolution 14-223, authorizing the Mayor to execute a
contract with Bowen Collins and Associates, Inc. to design the
Veteran’s Park Irrigation Pond, Well and Road in an amount not to
exceed $178,522 '

L

7.h  Approve Resolution 14-224, authorizing the Mayor to execute a
Development Agreement between the City and P on Development,
LLC, for the Creekside at the Highlands Subdlwsmn lﬂcated at 6400
West 7800 South

The City Council pulled Consent item 7.h. to a future date.

MOTION:  Councilmember Nichols moved to approve Consent Items 7.:if?ﬁ1r0ugh
7.g. The motion was seconded ouncilmember Southworth.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga
Councilmember Hansen
Councilmember McConnehey
Councilmember Nichols
Councilmember Southworth
Councilmember S ker
Mayor Rolfe ‘

PUBLIC HEARING
"RECEIVE 'P'UBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER FOR APPROVAL
ORDE\IANCE 14-36, REGARDING A GENERAL PLAN LAND USE MAP
AMENEMENT "FOR APPROXIMATELY 220 ACRES FROM
NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL TO VERY HIGH DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL AND REZONE FROM SC-2 (COMMUNITY SHOPPING
v CENTER) ZONE TO R-3-12 (SHO) (MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 12
UNITS PER ACRE MAXIMUM DENSITY - SENIOR HOUSING
)WWERLAY) FOR SUN RIDGE ASSISTED LIVING LOCATED AT
APPROXIMATELY 7037 SOUTH 4800 WEST; SUNSET VILLAGE
LLC/CERRITO DEVELOPMENT LLC/ANDREW MCKAY, MERVYN
ARNOLD, APPLICANT
Tom Burdett said the subject property was located at 7037 South 4800 West. It contained
2.22-acres within a SC-2 (Community Shopping Center) zoning district. The Future Land
Use designation was currently Neighborhood Commercial and had been since 1994. The
subject property had been zoned SC-2, where previously the subject property and all
surrounding properties in the immediate area were zoned A-20 (Agricultural — minimum
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20-acre lots). The parcel was also within the Conical Zone (Ac-zone) of the Airport
Overlay Zone. Residential uses were permitted in this overlay.

The subject land/parcel was currently underutilized, vacant, and was not a part of a platted
subdivision. If approved, the property would be a part of the Semo Housmg Overlay
District (SHO); an Ordinance enacted into City Code in 2011.

Tom Burdett turned the time over to Nannette Larsen.

Nannette Larsen provided the following information:

GENERAL INFORMATION & ANALYSIS:

She said the applicant was proposing to amendféaoth the Future Land Use Map and the
Zoning Map to later petition for Site Plan approval.to allow for the construction of a new
Assisted Living Facility. The Future Land Use Map: (fro '%V‘N'elghborhood Commercial to
Very High Density Residential) and Zoning Map (from | ’SC 2 to R-3-12) amendments, and
establishment of a Senior Housing Overlay District (SHO), would accommodate a

proposed 66-unit residential livin: ac111ty on the 2.22-acre sit;

Sun Ridge Assisted Living w 24zhour assistance to residents of the facility.
Housekeeping, laundry service, and three meals ad ould be provided by the facility.
The proposed structure on the concept plan included:a square footage of 35,000 square
foot building which would provide 66 livable units. Business and visitor hours for the
proposed use would be botween the hours of 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. During this time 13 staff

8 p.m. that number wou drop to eight staff members to ensure assistance was bemg
\S g Centers within the R-3-12 (Multi-Family Residential) were
allowed only as® Conditional Use. Subsequent to p0551b1e approval of the land use map
and rezone, the Planning Commission would review and hear applications for a

&liminaty Site Plan, Development Plan, and Conditional Use Permit.

The concept plzm, which was included with this request, was not under review (or
submitted for approval) by the City Council at this time, but its inclusion in the report
illowed for furthér 1nspect10n of the potential land use for the subject site. The Planning
Commission will review the submitted Preliminary Site Plan and Development Plan
before -any approval(s) may be reached on building, parking, and landscaping locations.
Upon app:roval of a land use map amendment and rezone, staff would coordinate with the
applicant to determine adequate and required parking, landscaping, and all other bulk/area
for the proposed land use, all to be shown on subsequent Site Plan and Development Plan
submissions.

The property’s surrounding zoning and land uses were as follows:

1 \Future Land Use \Zoning tExisting Land Use J
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Neighborhood Commercial/ Commercial/Residential
North [Very High Density Residential [SC-2/R-3-12
South [Very High Density Residential  [R-3-12 Residential
East [High Density Residential R-3-10 Residential
West [Low Density Residential A-20 Church A

FUTURE LAND USE MAP AMENDMENT FINDINGS OF FACT
According to City Code, Section 13-7C-6, the following shall be met in approving any
amendments to the General Plan Land Use Map: ; b

Criteria 1:  The proposed amendment conforms to and is consistent with the adapt/ed
goals, objectives and policies set f rth in the city general plan. .~

Discussion: The proposed General P se amendment was being
petitioned to be changed from Nelghbor}aeod ‘Commercial to Very High
Density Residential. The designation of Very High Density Residential
includes the R-3-12, R-3-16, R-3-20, R-3-22, PC, and PRD zoning
districts. The res,l,dentlal density range of the posed zoning district
d651gnat1on wa t0'be no greater than 12- dwel‘,;_ g units per acre, where the
minimum required lot size for ’the district was one-acre.

The Comprehensive General Plan stated Very High Density Residential
areas (were best suited for areas where pubhc transr[ and major

for residential areas. This was further expanded on by Policy 4 (pg. 32)
which specified that certain locations within the City should provide for
age-restricted housing. The proposed amendment would provide for both of
these policies by designating a new location within the City allowing for a
. diversity of housmg types. Furthermore, Goal 2 of the General Plan
encouraged the, “creation of attractive, well-designed, and maintained
neighborhoods.” This was created by promoting, “compatible, aesthetically
pleasing architecture and urban design in residential areas in conformance
with the urban form and design guidelines included in this Plan and within
West Jordan Planning Division’s Design Guideline Manual” (pg. 28). The
concept plan of the subject site would be reviewed in detail during the
Preliminary and Final Site Plan and Preliminary and Final Development
Plan reviews and are subject to change. Nevertheless, in staff’s opinion the
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Criteria 2:

conceptual architectural plans were compatible to the surrounding existing
single-family and multiple-family developments in the immediate vicinity.

Finding: The proposed amendment conformed to and was consistent with
the adopted goals, objectives, and policies set forth in the/City general plan.
The development pattern contained on the land use pltm inadequately
provides the appropriate optional sites for the use > and/or change
proposed in the amendment.

Discussion: The subject propertys scurrently design ed as
Neighborhood Commercial on the - Clty s Future Land Use Map The
Ne1ghborhood Commercial Land Use demgna‘uon provides for areas w1th1n

immediate east are hmrted because of the Sou' alley Airport, staff does
not ant1c1pate the intended c@mm:rmal use ‘expected for this site to be

Criteria 4:

change gafbposed in th arhendment

The proposed qmendment will be compatible with other land uses,

Di\scussioiif;' The properties to the east and south of the subject property
we're both multi-family developments. To the north was a commercial

“subject property are all more intense types of land use it was not anticipated
- the surrounding property owners or tenants would be adversely impacted to

the proposed amendment.

Finding: The proposed amendment would be compatible with other land
uses, existing or planned, in the vicinity.

The proposed amendment constitutes an overall improvement to the
adopted general land use map and is not solely for the good or benefit of
a particular person or entity.



City Council Meeting Minutes

December 3, 2014
Page 10

Criteria 5:

Crwerla 6:

Discussion: The proposed amendment would improve the Future Land Use
Map, as the changes would make the map more accurate by incorporating
changes to the City’s development environment. The proposed changes
would not benefit any specific person but were a reaction to réc?;%;t changes

in the community. =

Finding: The proposed amendment constitutes-an overall 1mprovement to
the adopted general land use map and was not solely for the good or benefit
of a particular person or entity. “

improvements, including, but hotl tited to, roads, water, wastewater and
public safety facilities, than would m:g;erw:se be needed without the
proposed change.

the submitted concept plan
public facilities in the area to
ation.

facilitate an assisted hvmg cein er at thlS

The Fi ’epaﬂment would also review the Site Plan, Development Plan,
and Conditienal Use at the time of submittal to ensure all public safety
standards an& condltlons were met.

Fmdmg The proposed amendment would not adversely impact the
neig (6rh00d and community as a whole by significantly altenng
acceptable land use patterns and requiring larger and more expensive
public infra Igucture improvements, including, but not limited to, roads,
water, wastewater and public safety facilities, than would otherwise be
needed without the proposed change.

T}xe proposed amendment is consistent with other adopted plans,
"Wdes, and ordinances.

Discussion: The subject property was not located within any other adopted
plan other than what was described within this report.

Finding: The proposed amendment was consistent with other adopted
plans, codes, and ordinances.

ZONING MAP AMENDMENT FINDINGS OF FACT



City Council Meeting Minutes

December 3, 2014
Page 11

According to City Code, Section 13-7D-6(A), the following shall be met in approving any
amendments to the Zoning Map:

Criteria 1:

Criteria 2:

“Criteria 3: h

The proposed amendment is consistent with the parposes, goals,
objectives, and policies of the adopted general plan.

Discussion: The applicant was petitioning to rezgne the .subject property
from SC-2 (Community Shopping Center) to R=3-12 (Very High Density
Residential) with Senior Housing Overlay District (SHO). As. previously
discussed, the rezone would also inclide a Future Land" Use Map
amendment from Neighborhood Commercigl to Very High Density
Residential. Upon approval of this land use designation (wﬁh the
explanations listed in the section and criteria.described above) the proposed
rezone would meet the intent of the General Plan

Finding: The proposed amendment' consistent with the purposes,
goals, objectives, and policies of the adop %eneral plan.

and does not Qifversely affect adjacgyt properttes
Discussion: The proposed zone wo d not negatively affect adjoining
propertles or residents. The properties immediately adjacent to the subject
pmper’tj? were also designated as High and Very High Density Residential.

“The submltted concept plan; also displays a proposed development which

ounding properties.

hould not adversely affec

i The propose'di amendment would result in compatible land use
ships and does not adversely affect adjacent properties.

The proposed amendment furthers the public health, safety, and general
welfare of the citizens of the city.

| !
Discussion: The proposed rezone was a reaction to recent commercial
developments within the vicinity of the subject site and it was anticipated it

would positively affect the area and increase the diversity of housing within

~ the City. Assisted living facilities typically do not generate daily vehicular

traffic counts when compared to traditional single-family/multi-family
projects, where also, such facilities are a necessity given the increased
housing needs for citizens who wish to live in this City and are over 55
years of age.

Finding: The proposed amendment furthered the public health, safety, and
general welfare of the citizens of the city.
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Criteria 4:

Criteria 5:

The proposed amendment will not unduly impact the adequacy of public
services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area and
property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change,
such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and
roadways.

.the proposal to
cilities in the

Discussion: The Engineering Department had revlew‘
rezone the subject property and determined existing publi
area are adequate to serve the proposed rezone ‘and _expect
also determined that there were no servmeablhty issues ass0c1ated with
these applications and further rev1ews would be part of the Slte Plan
review.

Further detailed staff reviews would occur w1th submittals of the Slte Plan,

Development Plan, and Conditional U@ permit.

Finding: The proposed amendment would gt unduly impact the adequacy
of public services and facilities intended to sérvesthe subject zoning area
and property than ould’ 01:herw1se be needed without the proposed change,
such as, but not lln:nted to, pelice and fire protection, water, sewer and
roadways. . ’ 4

oposed amendment is consistent with the provisions of any

The p ,
.overlay zoit g dzstrlcts which may impose additional

Estab ish locations for the development of appropriate living
arrangements, both assisted and independent, for residents fifty five
(55) years and older.

Provide standards for development which recognizes and
accommodates the varied housing and lifestyle needs and desires of
seniors, including decreasing mobility, changing health, and the
alternative needs of the senior person.

e Promote independence and a high quality of life to meet the
physical and social needs of seniors by encouraging specialized
design features, and convenient access to community and civic
centers, support services, mass transit stations and stops,
recreational facilities, and shopping centers.

Criteria for inclusion of this overlay zone would be reviewed during the
Site Plan process.
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Finding: The proposed amendment was consistent with the provisions of
any applicable overlay zoning districts which may impose additional
standards.

Nannette Larsen concluded by saying that the proposed amendments as berng requested
would be compatible with adjoining land uses and nelghborhood where no negative or
adverse impacts were expected.

Staff recommended that the City Council approve the proposed ordinance t0.amend the
Future Land Use Map from Neighborhood Commercial t6 Very ngh Density Residential
High Density Residential and Rezone from SC-2 to R3-12 (SHO) located at 7037 South
4800 West. i

The Council and staff discussed clarifying ques%mns

Andrew McKay, applicant, agreed with stafff and Planning Commission’s
recommendations regarding the rezone. They felt this pmject would help provide a need
for West Jordan residents.

Scott Monson, Owner of Asslﬁ?ance L1V1ng%fenter, was passmnate about Senior Care and
being able to provide care for West Jordan re;sz ents.»He indicated that this site would be
used for a state of the art Senior Care’ facﬂ,f,:

Mayor Rolfe opgged the public hearmg

Alexandra ﬁframo West Jordan re51dent,; /as excited for a Senior Care Center in West
Jordan. She was confus egarding the units per acre.

June Christensen, ‘West Jordan resident, commented on the density. She questioned
whi ‘multi-family («,,81dent1a1 could be placed in this area, if a Senior Facility/Center

this pr@perty

- » There was no one,’;else who wished to speak. Mayor Rolfe closed the public hearing.

C'auncilmembemﬂaaga asked if there was an assurance that this property would be used as
a Senior Care/Housing Center.

Tom Busdett said the reason the Very High-density designation was recommended was
because the R-3-12 zoning allowed for Assisted Living Facilities in the City’s code. He
said Council could direct a development agreement to be prepared in the event that the
assisted living center was not implemented in the future.

Councilmember Stoker reported that there was a conceptual plan required by the
Municipal Code for zone changes, and in the concept plan was a single building of 35,000
square feet. This single building would house seniors. Assurances would come from
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adding the Senior Housing Overlay with the rezone, so it could never be an apartment
complex.

Councilmember Southworth commented on the access of the plan.

Tom Burdett indicated that it was too early in the phases to discuss

Councilmember Southworth was concerned with adding additional high-density to the
area, he felt the General Plan did not allow high-density in this area. He wanted to see a
development agreement showing this would be a Senior A are Center/housing or a similar
facility in the future. - '

Councilmember McConnehey shared some ofithe same. concerns as Councilmember
Southworth, but felt there was a need fo ‘addltlonall enior Care Center/housing
development within the City. v

MOTION: Councilmember Nichols moved to apf;rove the proposed Ordinance
14-36, revising the Future Land Use Map from Neighborhood
Commercial to Very ;High% Density Reside ‘and the Rezone from
SC-2 to R-1-13 (Senior Hoﬁsmg Overlay) for property located at 7037
South 4800 West; and direct; staff to.concentrate efforts on getting the
railroad finished across ;;)00 South. " The motion was seconded by
Councilmember McConnehey. :

A roll call votgiwas taken

Councilméml%r Haag
Councllmember, Hansen

imember Nlchols
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
. Mayor Rolfe

The motion pagéed 7-0.

BUSINESS ITEMS

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING RESOLUTION 14-
225, AUTHORIZING EMINENT DOMAIN ACTION AGAINST
WILLIAMSBURG HOLDING DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, LLC, A
UTAH LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, TO ACQUIRE ALL OF ITS
REAL PROPERTY LOCATED AT 6632 SOUTH AND 6732 SOUTH 5600
WEST, WEST JORDAN, UTAH, NECESSARY FOR THE CITY’S 5600
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WEST, 6200 SOUTH TO 7000 SOUTH ROAD AND UTILITY

IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Wendell Rigby said the City of West Jordan had a City Council approved and budgeted
road project on 5600 West Street, between 6200 South and 7000 South:
things, the project consisted of improving the City’s utility system and:widening the road
from two lanes to five lanes. This project was a joint project between West Jordan and
West Valley City, together with the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) oversight
since much of the project had been funded through federal aid. <

In order to accomplish the best and safest design for the remdents who use the
neighborhood, and for the general public at largegd

the property owned by Wllhamsburg
Holding Development Company, LL.C (Williamsburg) wrthm the project boundary.

On October 8, 2013, City staff commissioned
Williamsburg property, which valued the property at $5
purchase offer to Williamsburg in January 2014, offering purchase the property for the
full appraised value. Williamsbur
necessary deed based on the appr' ised value. However, in an effort to keep the project on
schedule, on April 29, 2014, Wﬂhamsburg” ad the City entered into a Right of Occupancy
Agreement whereby Williamsburg allowed the City t g;nanently occupy the property in
exchange for the appraised value of $520 0’0 00, whlch as paid on May 1, 2014.

The Right of Occupancy Agreement also stated in part
“If a safisfactory settlement cannot.be agreed upon, West Jordan will, upon notice
for .the Property Owner that the amount of compensation offered and/or other
pmposed settlement terms.are not acceptable, or at its own election, proceed at
once to commence and dzlzgently prosecute a condemnation proceedmg in the
_appropriate court for a judicial determination of such compensation.”

‘After attemp ng to negdtiate with the property owner for the past several months, it had
become apparent hat the partres were at an 1mpasse Therefore Crty staff recommended

:  Councilmember Southworth moved to adopt Resolution 14-225,
authorizing and directing the Interim City Manager and the City
Attorney, on behalf of the City:

1) To acquire, in the name of the City, title to the Property as set
forth herein, by purchase if a reasonable final purchase price can
be negotiated, or by eminent domain proceeding in accordance
with Utah law.
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2) To prepare and prosecute such proceedings in the proper court
having jurisdiction thereof as is necessary for such acquisition.

3) To use the services of outside counsel as necessary to
accomplish these directives.

The motion was seconded by Councilmember Nich

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes

Councilmember Hansen Yes y

Councilmember McConnehey Yes 4 y
Councilmember Nichols Yes ) &
Councilmember Southworth Yes '

Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7-0.

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE DIRECTION REGARDING A REQUEST
FROM PETERSON DEVELOP SUBMIT AN APPLICATION
FOR THE GLADSTONE M@LTI—FAMIL “DEVELOPMENT
Mayor Rolfe said this item was for péssfble direction regarding a request from Peterson
Development to submlt an appllcatlon for the Gladstone multi-family development.

Barrett Peterson Petersoﬁ Development, 7”was seeking clarity following the rezone
approved in September. Hewprovided the ‘Council with a portion of an agreement showing
that the ‘Highlands’ was not to be govemed by the ‘cap and grade.” He said they had
vested rights for all of their multi-family in the ‘Highlands.” This agreement was put into
effect in 2012.

Letter providea Peterson Development:

. “We are discofﬁ*aged to hear that City Staff has not accepted our application for

“Gladstone. Here;;‘are the reasons why we believe the Gladstone application should be

accepted
f’) VESTED RIGHTS
The/j:inost important reason is that we have a Development Agreement with West
Jm‘éan City for The Highlands that states that we are vested in the West Side
Planmng Area (WSPA), even if the Council determines to not use the WSPA in
other areas of the City. The City has, indeed, adopted a different zoning program
and because of our Development Agreement, we are vested. This makes us
different from other developers who do not have a Development Agreement but
are trying to be grandfathered in before the new Cap and Grade takes effect.

2) "GREEN LIGHT" FROM THE CITY COUNCIL
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We received our rezone approvals for Gladstone, and specifically the piece that we
have under contract from the City Council on September 10, 2014. We believed
this gave us the green light to move forward—to purchase the land from UDOT, to
begin working towards application of a development plan, etc. The.political will
for this project appeared to be nearly unanimous, evidenced by the: 6-1 vote in
favor of the project. The momentum on this project will be Stﬂ ped if - we have to
wait a number of years before being able to qualify for the. Cap' d Grade.

3) OUR PROPOSAL SOLVES A NUMBER OF PROBLEMS

4)

As we discussed on the night of September 10, our proposal solves a lmmber of
problems and makes the current situation with the wash better. Currently, thﬁre is
a UDOT trail next to a deep wash with a vel ’zke‘steep bank. This is a BIG 11ab1hty to
the City. Our proposal would bury the wash, and create a trail that runs through a
vibrant townhome community—which/would make it safer for residents to use the
trail—both because it would no longer be next.to a dangérous wash, and because it
would have townhomes surrounding the trail to heﬁp keep the area safe. We would
also bury a large pipe in the ground that would “handle the-flows in a 100 year
event to mitigate any potential flooding. We have already worked with the City
Staff extensively on this plan. We also agreed to 1nstall L.E.D. lighting on the
trail. In summary, oyt proposal help§ the City in maﬁy different ways. If we are
unable to move forward at this tlme all of thase. benefits would go away.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Smith's is: plannmg on opening their grocery store on December 4. They have
always-planned on the rooftops from,cfur Highlands development to help them hit
their revenue projections. Now, w would basically be telling them that a good
portion of these ‘rooftops would not get built, and thus there would be fewer
shoppers at.their store. They need growth to continue to happen in this part of the
C1ty for their store to be viable. As the developers of the retail around Smith's, we

“ cangtell you that we are struggling a bit with our leasing activity and it is because

potentwl tenants want'to see more growth in the form of more rooftops.

Finally, if Gladstone cannot proceed forward at this point, the entire section of
road in front of the project will not get built, and there will be no connection from
78" South to 82" South on the S- shaped road that is shown on your maps. This

“again stifles economic development and has a trickle-down effect, in a negative

way, to commercial development.

In summary, our proposal is a common sense approach to development. There
aren't many other good options as far as housing along a freeway. Our proposal is
the best solution of what to do with a difficult piece of land next to a deep and
dangerous wash. We have partnered with a reputable home-builder in Garbett
Homes and they bring curb appeal and high quality design to your community.
We would urge you to vote to allow Gladstone to move forward and be developed
at this time.
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Sincerely,
Barrett Peterson, Manger”

Dana Mollerup, Garbett Management, provided the Council with Ihmr quahﬁcatlons
regarding finding residents:

¢ Income three-times the monthly rent
Credit history
Previous rental history
Household occupancy (max two-persons per bedrﬂom)
No second chances (crime on or off property Ie!

Paxton Guymon, Attorney for Peterson Developme t, restated their legal positioﬁ:
e Project was exempt for the Cap and Grade Ordinance
¢ Rights under the WSPA were vested g

Scott Howell, Government Relations for Peterson DevelZ)pment, read the following letter
from Steven M. Sorensen, Vice President Corporate Development, and Smith’s Food &
Drug: 4 :

t

“Honorable City Council Members,

I am excited today as:we,open our new.S: mith’s Marketplace store in West Jordan. Please
accept my sincere“appreciation to you and your staff for the cooperative effort established
in getting stete and development off the@gﬁmmd Today represents the culmination of
years of planmng for a store at thls location. We appreciate the help of the City with the
roads and roundabouts: that - site viable for commercial development and
improving traffic flow for this commumty, as well as allowing for continued growth in the

As you know, we have pértne?ed with Peterson Development in developing the Highland
As 1 have talked with them in recent weeks they have expressed some
oncern to me about the discussion taking place within the Council to reduce the density
ofithe new residential development in the Highland area. You should be aware; we based
our decision to open a store at this location not only on current households and population
in the area but also a critical component of that decision was projected development and
ial" population growth. While I am not necessarily a proponent of high-density
housing“and am certainly not suggesting all new development should be any specific
density, I am concerned if there is, in fact, a move to decrease the density from the Master
Plan we have been shown, and based our projections on. Developments like our new store
and the commercial/retail area around it, needs customers to be successful.

I realize a successful community has many types of housing as well as commercial, office,
industrial, etc. development. I would appeal that nothing be done to diminish the
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projections that were presented to Smith’s as we were evaluating this area for
development.

I appreciate your consideration and again, express thanks for your help in making our
project happen.

Sincerely,
Steven M. Sorensen
Vice President Corporate Development”

Scott Howell asked for clarity and the Council’s sustalmngfvote for the righ
amount of people, for sustaining the area.

Barrett Peterson clarified for the Council that they would p1pe the wash to prevent
flooding.

er date staff would be

to provide facts. Staff would thenidook into the issue(s) and a&_\
provided direction and they wonld contaot Peterson Development

Tom Burdett indicated that staff would be rewewmg;doefmnents, prior to comments being
made by staff. »

4\2

Councilmember - Nleyﬁolew said as  staff reviewed this issue, he wanted
clanﬁcatlon/mterpretatlon regarding Sections#1.5.1 and 1.5.2 of the original Development

Agreement,h \

DISCUSSION;AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING 3620 WEST

Jeff Robinson spoke on this issue. He said the staff report in the Council’s agenda packet
%prowded the following information; In years 2011 and 2012, the Utah Department of
5Transportat101'1 (UDOT) “undertook an Innovative Intersection Construction project (the
, ections of 6200 South, 7000 South and 7800 South. The

_project included a new érade separated interchange at 7800 South. As part of the new
) “ramp configuration, UDOT purchased the home at 7813 South 3620 West and planned to
close 3620 W t the point it meets 7800 South. The home at 7813 South 3620 West
was removed as part of the ramp and roadway construction.

On October 26, 2011, the City Council was presented with a request to approve the
vacation of 3620 West as part of the project. Staff recommended, and the City Council
approved, Ordinance 11-33, conditionally vacating a portion of 3620 West Street located
in the Western Hills Phase 1 Subdivision. Ordinance 11-33 stated that the 870 square feet
is vacated subject to the following conditions:

1) Install landscaping in accordance with Zoning Ordinance Section 13-13-11B-1.
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2) Modify the access intersections into Western Hills and Nobel Heights Subdivisions, as
well as the 3620 West 7825 South intersection, in a manner approved by the West Jordan
Engineering Department in order to improve traffic circulation on the two remaining
intersections and notify drivers that a portion of 3620 West Street has been closed.

3) Bond for the improvements to the property.

4) Complete recordation of the plat to vacate 3620 West Stree n West ern. Hills Phase 1
Subdivision prior to the closure of the street.

A vacation plat was provided to the City, but it was net /recorded because UDOT allcd to
meet conditions 1 and 3, and consequently, the vaeation could not occur under the terms
of Ordinance 11-33. Wlthout waiting for the vacation to be completed, UDOT installed a
6-foot tall privacy wall along 7800 South and running the width of 3620, effectively
closing the road to vehicular traffic, so the requirement ~condition 4 to record the plat
prior to closure was also not met.

In addition, UDOT sold the property located at 7813 Sout ,362070' est, the property for
which landscaping and bond wereﬁreqmred, to the adjoining property owner to the south.

City staff has communicated‘with the new o%er in an attempt to meet the conditions of
Ordinance 11-33 in order to complete the vagation. While:understanding and cooperative,

the owner has a longer time frame to construct his proposed garden 1mprovements and as
of the date of this Request for Council Actlon conditions 1, 3 and 4 remain unmet.

Prior to UDOT’S sale of the property at #813 'South 3620 West, UDOT insisted that the
City could n@t requlre UDQOT to meet the son itions of Vacatlon set forth in Ordinance 11-

constructed the Wallmd was preparmg to sell the 7813 South 3620 West property),
and Clty stafﬁengaged in dlscussmns of p0551ble solutions. Possible solutions may

ordinance ehmmating coxgditions 1 and 3 and modifying condition 4; or (3) City Council
.. passing a new vacation ordinance revising conditions 1, 3, and 4. City staff determined to
“approach City Council and seek guidance but dec1ded to pursue a signed UDOT
commitment prmr to doing so. To that end, UDOT and City staff discussed entering a
Memao: wof Understanding (MOU). A detail of the pursuit of a MOU is included in the

Chronology
1. On October 26, 2011, City Council approved Ordinance 11-33 which conditionally

vacated a portion of 3620 West at 7800 South contingent on certain conditions.

2. In2012, UDOT closed the road but not all conditions had been met.

3. City staff engaged in multiple meetings and communications regarding UDOT’s
failure to meet the conditions.
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4. Ultimately, UDOT and City staff decided to pursue a memorandum of understanding
(“MOU”) between the City and UDOT.

5. City staff engaged in multiple communications and some meetings Wlth UDOT
regardingaMoOuU. 4

6. City staff discussed and agreed to obtain UDOTs signature on a MOU (to
memorialize UDOT’s commitment) and then approach City Council for approval of the
MOU and a new ordinance changing the original vacation conditions of: Ordinance 11-33.
7. UDOT drafted a MOU that did not accurately reflect City staff’ s envisioned changes
to the conditions of Ordinance 11-33. :
8. UDOT mailed the original of its MOU, signed by UD@I o th City with a s1gnature
block for the City Manager’s signature. This occurred while City staff was rev1ewmg and
amending an electronic version of UDOT’s draft The UDOT-signed MOU was never
approved by the City or internally by City staff. . & :

9. Rick inadvertently signed the UDOT MOU, and it was 1 I¢
10. Staff quickly realized the mistake. ;
11. City staff then engaged in communication with UDOT explaining the mistake.
12. UDOT acknowledged the mistake, agreed to treat the MOU as null and void and
informed City staff that UDOT wpuld shred the signature page accordmg to its own
policy. . L "

13. The City and UDOT were never able 0 agr
subsequent MOU was never signed.: N
14. The plat vacating 3620 West has never. (een 51gne (@r recorded

'rned to UDOT.

the terms of the MOU, and a

Because there was ‘no agreement City staff is not able to propose revised conditions of
vacation (to, snpersede conditions 1 and 3«” and modify condition 4) that would be
acceptable. to UDOT, and City staff is alsﬁ not able to provide a MOU to support any
elimination of o change to the unmet ccmdltlons

C1ty staff recommended that the City Counc11 declare the 1nadvertent1y signed MOU

Eadopt a new Vaca’uon cf mance (to supersede Ordinance 11-33) with new or dlfferent
conditions of vacation. The effect of ratification would be that the portion of 3620 West
not vacated (desplte the existing wall), and the plat would not be

control of the property. The effect of eliminating the conditions would be to remove the
landscaping and bonding requirement from UDOT for 7813 South 3620 West and allow
the vacation plat to be recorded. The current property owner was subject to the City Code
and may be subject to code enforcement if the property was not in compliance.

Staff recommended that the City Council declare the inadvertently signed the
Memorandum of Understanding to be invalid and also do one of the following: (1) direct
staff to prepare, and present to City Council at a future City Council meeting, a new
ordinance to eliminate conditions 1 and 3 and modify condition 4 of Ordinance 11-33; or
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(2) direct staff to prepare, and present to City Council at a future City Council meeting, a
new ordinance to modify conditions 1,3, and 4 of the Ordinance 11-33; or (3) ratify the
conditions of vacation found in Ordinance 11-33.

Jeff Robinson clarified for the Council the two potential actions regarding tﬂi?matter:

1) There was a Memorandum of Understanding that was inad%eftenﬂy executed, and
staff was seeking to make the Memorandum of Understanding invalsiad.

He said staff believed it was invalid because it waﬁ madvertent and we have an
understanding with UDOT that it was inadvertently executed; but staff would appreﬁate
Council’s express declaration that the document is 1;1’(7a11d

2) What to do with the plat today?
e Should staff record it based on the
ordinance, which was Ordinance 11-3-
¢ Should staff eliminate some of the conditions? y

e Should staff modify some of the conditions?

i fhaf:%eonditions of the original

He said the three conditions W 1ch were a potentlal problem were also listed above:
1) Install landscaping in accordance with Zomng Orézmance Section 13-13-11B-1.
2) Bond for the improvements to the pi
3) Complete recordation of the plat to
Subdivision prior to fhe closure of t

ate 3620 ”West Street in Western Hills Phase 1
"««street

None of the conditions had been met. UDOT even closed the street prior to allowing
anything to be'done by the City «Therefore, the plat cannot be changed without some
change in the conditions either revision or elimination.
..Ratification means never recording the plat (conditions not complied with)
o' Elm’nnatlon of conditions means recording the plat vacating the road or revise the
conditién (which would be next to impossible)

r

";"\f‘*},gﬁ\Mayor Rolfe supported the invalidity of the Memorandum of Understanding, and also
ratifying of Ordinance 11-33.

was a section of roadway still owned by the City, and the Council could
ove the wall and open the roadway back up. He reminded the Council that
UDOT took possession of the road without authority.

Councilmember Haaga agreed with Mayor Rolfe and wanted to see the Memorandum of
Understanding declared invalid; and the City Ordinance passed in 2011, enforced.

Jeff Robinson said to enforce the Ordinance passed in 2011 it would take a lawsuit.

Councilmember Southworth asked what the Council was looking for.
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Mayor Rolfe felt UDOT should:
e Landscape on one-side and at least finish up to the wall
¢ On the other side possibly curb, gutter, walkway, etc.
e Proper barricading

If these things were not performed, then the City should open, the roadway back up for
citizen’s use. )
Councilmember Haaga felt there was enough evidencé -
against UDOT.

Memorandum of Understanding. }

Motion: Councilmember Southworth moved to declare the inadvertently
executed Memgrandum ‘of Understandlng mvalld The motion was
seconded by C« ’

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga -
Councilmember Hansen
Councilmember McConnehey Yes,
Councilmember Nichols " . Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
_Mayor Rol Yes
The motion paségd 7-0. :
“Motion: Councilmember Stoker moved to direct staff to prepare a new
” Ordinance to supersede Ordinance 11-33 and remove conditions 1 and
#3 and modify condition 4. The motion was seconded by

» Councilmember McConnehey.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes
Councilmember Hansen Yes
Councilmember McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes
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Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7-0.

Jeff Robinson clarified that the modification to Condition 4 would be to record the plat
after the modified Ordinance came back to the Council. av

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING APPROVAL OF A

FUNDING SOURCE FOR A SIDEWALK CONNECTION ON GARDNER

LANE ACROSS SOUTH JORDAN .C

SUBDIVISION
Wendell Rigby said on July 10, 2014, Okubo Farm Phase 1 was granted final approval for
a new subdivision located at 1930 West Gardng; Lane.  As part of the development
approval the project was required to construct a sidewalk along Gardner Lane. Upon
approval, members of City Council expressed concern about a gap of missing sidewalk
across the canal separating Okubo Farm and the existing.subdivision to the east called
Cajean Estates. Staff was asked to.prepare a design and ¢ culaie a cost for the City to
construct the sidewalk across thy '»anal comdor '

%7/.)

He said provided in the Council’s agenda packet wasia.concept plan for the new section of
sidewalk along with a cost estimate of approxmatel $8,500. Staff was prepared to
construct the new section of sidewalk using either’a hired contractor of City resources
providing a source of fu mding can be determined. The project was currently not listed in
any of the CIP Capital Improvement Pt%JeftS or in the safe sidewalk program. Staff
recommends that Counc11 mther approved 4

pendlture from the Council Contmgency fund

Ex1st1ng mlssmg 51dewalks
Hazardous sidewalk
. ADA ramps

Counciln&; ber Haaga gave a brief history of area, and reminded the Council of the safety
of the children.

The Council agreed to discuss the issue of sidewalk priority throughout the City during the
Strategic Planning Session in January.

X REMARKS
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There were no additional remarks.

XI. ADJOURN

MOTION: Councilmember Nichols moved to adjourn the Cﬁzy Council meeting
and convene the Redevelopment meeting. The motion was seconded by
Councilmember McConnehey passed 7-0 in favor.

E

The meeting adjourned at 7:59 p.m.

The content of the minutes is not intended, n:0r~'~are they submitted, as a verbatim
transcription of the meeting. These minutes are<a brief overview of what occurred at the
meeting. *

ATTEST:

MELANIE BRIGGS, MMC
City Clerk

Approved thi 17" day of December 2014




